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Military Expenditures in the World: an Interpretation Key to the Global Chaos
Giampiero Bordino
The last Report published by the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI) shows an increase in world military expenditures, in real terms, of about 1% in the course of 2015. Since 2000, in particular after the New York attack to the Twin Towers on September 11, 2001 , and the ensuing "war on terror" declared by President Bush, the global military expenditure has risen by more than 50%. Such rising trend is perhaps the most explicit and evident sign of the instability and propensity to conflict that characterizes our world after the end of the Cold War and the bi-polar era, and after the brief illusion of a global imperial peace guaranteed by the American hegemony, which also coincided with a reduction of world military expenditure.
The American armed reaction against transnational terrorism and the "rogue States" (Afghanistan and Iraq in the first place) did not work at all; instead, it contributed in a decisive way to destabilizing the Middle East and more in general the entire Mediterranean area."Failed States"and civil wars substantially increased in those areas and elsewhere, and a new form, by now also territorial, of Islamist terrorism (Daesh, ISIS, the Caliphate according to the various terminologies in use) has emerged. The "Arab Spring" that in 2011 attempted to start a democratization process in the Middle East and Northern Africa has failed. At the same time, the economic, political and military role of great continental powers like China and India has increased, and is more and more capable of challenging and limiting, together with a longtime nuclear power like post-Soviet Russia, the U.S. hegemonic claims. The U.S. has shown to be, more and more evidently despite its continuing military supremacy (impotent, however, in the face of the asymmetric wars staged by trans-national terrorism), a waning, declining empire.
Military expenditure, analyzed in its dimensions, components and actors, allows us to better understand the risks and the perspectives of the new world disorder, originating from the end of the bi-polar era and then from the failure of the American uni-polar pretense. From the data of the global military expenditure (in total more than 1600 billion dollars, 2.3% of the world GDP) it appears that a limited group of countries, about fifteen of them, are investing in armies and weapons about 81% of the overall military expenditure. At the top there are the U.S. (36% of global expenditure, i.e. 600 billion dollars, with, however, a diminishing trend) and China, which in the last year accomplished a growth rate in this sector of 7.4%, similar to Russia's (7.5%) and slightly above that of a regional power, Saudi Arabia (5.7%). From the analysis of military expenditure emerges thus an ever more multi-polar world, dominated by a quarrelsome Directory of States that is unable to guarantee a world order, one that, even if not equitable and legitimized by consensus, be at least stable and without significant armed conflicts.
The unstable and conflict-prone multipolar system of the last years is evidenced also by the analysis of the nuclear arsenals present in the world. In addition to the U.S. and Russia, which possess alone, according to estimates, 94% of the about 16000 existing nuclear warheads, six more State possess nuclear weapons, from 100 to 300 warheads each: China, India, Pakistan, Israel, and two old European powers like France and the UK. Finally, there is the newest arrival, North Korea, with a surely much smaller arsenal. There is to observe that such an unstable multipolar group is, being nuclear too, particularly dangerous for the world future.The tragedies of civil wars and terrorism, getting today the focus of attention, should not let us underestimate the possibility and the consequences of a nuclear conflict, although of regional dimensions only. Recently, two American scientists, Alan Robock and Owen Brian Toon, tried to simulate the consequences of a possible nuclear conflict between India and Pakistan. Not only would the two countries be completely destroyed, but the "nuclear dust" would darken the sun in many areas of the planet, and there would be a long "nuclear winter"; according to some estimates, the world production of wheat, rice, corn and soya would be reduced by a percentage between 10 and 40%. A part of mankind would simply Translated by Lionello Casalegno starve, apart from the deaths due to the effects of radioactive contamination.
In such a context, it is evident that the prospect of a world government, of a possible world federation of States, pursued through a multipolar transition-process based on the establishment of unions of States of a regional dimension, is today, to say it in short, "the most realistic of Utopias". If this route will not be pursued, if that prospect will not be realized, military expenditures will continue to rise, nuclear arsenals will not be dismantled, the number of countries possessing nuclear weapons will continue to increase, and also terrorist and criminal groups could endow themselves with those weapons. In order to break the vicious circle of military expenditures and multiplication of conflicts, feeding one another, it is necessary to have a vision, a project allowing to think of another possible world. Weapons and expenditures for getting weapons, in such a perspective, may well be a good interpretation key to understand the chaos in today's world and to evaluate in a realistic way the risks and dangers that all of us are running every day.
